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Caſe fairly Stated, SEC. 


HE Author of the Caſe fairly ſtated, 

vl having obſerved with great ern, 
rr de Endeavours that were uſed to 
Lo ſpread a Spirit of Jealouſy and Diſ- 
505 PU content among the People of this 
_ WS Kingdom, as if the Clauſe ſent over 
by his Majeſty, with the Advice of his Privy Coun- 
cil in Great- Britain, was deſigned to ſtrike at our 
fundamental Liberties, thought he could not more 
effectually ſerve his King and Country, than by en- 
deavouring to clear his Majeſty's Government from 
ſo odious an Aſperſion. He was in W -; his De- 
ſign would have been approved by thoſe that have 
the Tranquillity of this Country really at heart. And 
he has r. the Satisfaction to find, that his Endea- 
vours have not been altogether unacceptable to 
many Perſons for whoſe Judgment he _— 
Regard. 
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But it ems there are ſtill many, who appear to 


be uneaſy at any Attempts that are made to calm 
the Ferment that has been raiſed in the Spirits of 
the People, They are till reſolved to uſe their ut- 
moſt Efforts to perſuade them that their fundamen- 


| tal-Liberties were in Danger z that the Adminiſtra- 


tion was engaged in a Deſign to ſubvert the Conſti- 
tution ; and that the Clauſe was a deep-laid Scheme 
to effect that Deſign, © 8 
The Author of the Pamphlet, entitled, Trutb 
againſt. Craft, or Sapbiſtii and Falſboad detected, hath 
diſtinguiſhed himſelf this Way. The manifeſt Ten- 


denty of his whole Pamphlet is, as far as his Influ- 


ence goes, to perſuade the People, that there was 
a dangerous Deſign formed for ſubverting the Pri- 
vileges of Parliament, and the Liberties of the Peo-— 


ple. The Bitterneſs and Paſſion with which he 


writes, diſcovers itſelf in the Title he hath prefixed | 
to it, nor has he ſuffered-his Spirit to cool through a 
tedious Pamphlet of eighty ſix Pages. 


The Method which the Author of the Caſe fairly - 


Anutad took, was this. He endeavoured to tate the 


true Deſign of the Clauſe againſt which ſo great a» 
Clamour has been raiſed: To ſhew what that Pre- 
rogative was, which the Clauſe was intended to 
aſlert ;. that there is Reaſon to think this Preroga- 
tive is well founded; and that the Clauſe was well 
fitted to aſſert that Prer 
was argued, that the Clauſe had nothing in it in- 
conſiſtent; with the, undoubted Privileges of Parlia- 
ment, or the Liberties of the People; and that, if it 


. had paſſed, it could not by any juſt Conſtruction, 


have proved deſtructive to thoſe Liberties and Pri- 
vileges. This Method ſeemed to him fair and clear, 
and fitted to bring the Matter to a proper Iſſue. For 
if the Pretogative is really ſuch, as the Author of 
the Caſe repreſented it, and if — to the 

| * . er | | a Trevious 


10 


ative. After which, it 


| (EP | 
Previous Conſent was well fitted to anſwer that Pre- 
rogative, and at the ſame time had nothing in it that 
tended to ſubvert our Liberties; if all this be pro- 
ved, the main end of the Pamphlet is obtained: And 
there is no ſufficient Reaſon for thoſe Jealouſies and 
Clamour that have been fo induſtriouſly fomented 
and propagated. 8 0 | 
The angry Gentleman who has undertaken to an- 
ſwer the Caſe, has not thought fit to attempt to 
prove, either that the King hath not that Prerogative 
which is aſcribed to him, or that the Clauſe was not 
proper to aſſert that Prerogative; nor has he an- 
ſwered what was offered to ſhew, that the Clauſe 
neither in expreſs Words, nor by fair Implication, 
tended to deſtroy the Privileges of Parliament, or 
the Liberties 'of the People. What is it then that 
he has attempted to prove? He has endeavoured 
from other Conſiderations to ſhew, that thoſe who 
were for bringing in the Clauſe had an ill Intention 
againſt our Liberties. He refers to the Debates in 
Parliament, for judging of the real Intention of the 
Clauſe, and intimates, that the Author of the Cafe; 
being a Perſon that ſpends moſt of his time in his 
Cloſer, and not having attended theſe Debates, could 
not be a proper Judge of the Meaning of it. But 
very probably, there are judicious Perfons, who will 
be of a different Opinion from our Author in this 
Matter. Suppoſing what he inſinuates concerning 
the Author of the Caſe to be true, his fpending 
much of his Time in his Cloſet would no way ae 
qualify him from judgibg of the Nature and Inten- 
tion of the Clauſe, when it came to be laid before 
the Public. And perhaps, a Man that has abſolutely 
kept himſelf from being engaged in the Buſtle and 
Tumult of Party, and who without any Connections, 
Intereſts, or Prepoſſeſſions of any kind to influence 
him, endeavoured to form an "impartial Judgment, 


('6.) 

by conſidering the Reafon of the Caſe, and delibe- 
rately weighing and comparing Things to the . beſt 
of his Capacity, might be able to paſs. a juſter, 
becauſe a more cool and unprejudiced Y 
than Perſons of much ſuperior Abilities, whoſe Af- 
fections were engaged, and whoſe Connections 
_ eee might caſt a Byaſs upon their 
inds. 3 | 
Every one that has either. perſonally attended the 
Debates in Parliament, or read an Account of them 
when publiſhed, muſt be ſenſible that many Things 
are ſaid in the Courſe of a Debate, and-in the Heat 
of Argument, which will by no means bear a cool 
Examination. Men that are eager for carrying a 
Queſtion are apt to ſeek out for every Thing that 
has the Appearance of an Argument to ſupport it; 
and they that oppoſe it are equally zealous to load it 
with ill Conſequences, and to urge every Thing that 
has the Colour of a, Reaſon for juſtifying their Op- 
poſition, Great and able Speakers, eſpecially if 
they happen to be at the ſame Time very popular 
in their Country, haye often a mighty Influence in 
leading Public Aſſemblies. For theſe and other Rea- 
ſons, it is ſometimes no eaſy Matter to form a true 
Een of the real Senſe and Intention of a Law, 
by what is ſaid in Parliament for or againſt it. Nor 
do any of the Courts afterwards, in judging of the 
Senſe of a Law, think themſelves obliged to inquire 
into the particular Debates that were carried on in 
Parliament relating to it. They judge of the In- 
tention by the Words of the Law itſelf, ar by what 
may be looked upon to be 8 implied, and do 
not admit any Thing to be the Senſe of that Law, 
but what is clearly expreſſed in the Words of it, or 
may by juſt and natural Conſequence be deduced 
from it. If therefore the ſo much conteſted Clauſe 
has nothing in it, which either by expreſs Words, 
3 * or 


1 


or by by fait Im plication is ſubverkive of our Liberties» 
the Uuauſe! is ſo far juſtified: The paſſing of it could 
not have dy he dangerous Conſequences that 
many have apprehended : And there is no ſuffici- 
ent Ground br the loud Clamours which have been 
raiſed againſt it, as if it ſtruck at the Foundation 
of our Liberties. This is what the Author of the 
7 fairly Stated, has endeavoured particularly to 
Nor has his Anſwerer taken the leaſt Notice 

5 that Part of the Pamphlet, or ſhewn that he was 
wrong in his Reaſoning on the Clauſe. He indeed 
in many Words, and with abundance of Heat, 
charges thoſe in the Adminiſtration, as having in- 
tended by that Clauſe to preclude the Parliament 
from the Liberty of ever ſo much as giving their 
Advice to 15 Ng Majeſty, with Relation to the Appli- 
cation of any Part o f the unappropriated Money in 
the Treaſury, or of ever calling his Majeſty's Ser- 
vants to an Account. But he makes not the leaſt 
attempt to ſhew, that there was any Thing in the 
Clauſe itſelf declarative of that ill Intention; or that 
what he Charges upon the Clauſe is either contain- 
ed in it, ee Words, or "thay by juſt *Conſe- 
705 be 17 e from js If therefore de Clauſe 

ere was nothing in it either to 

dude 1 4 reades from ig their Adee ng 
his Majeſty in any future Time, or from calling his 
Servants. to an Account for an Embezzlement or 
Mifapplication of the Public Money, or that could 
in any Reipect abridge the Parliament of their eſ- 
ſential Rights, or the People of their Liberties. If 
there had, 55 Author would not have failed to 

have ſhewn it, ſince nobody can ſuppoſe he want- 
ed Inclination, and I will 45 him the Juſtice to 
fay, that neither did be want Abilities for that 
Purpoſe. 
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The principal Thing he inſiſteth upon is, that 
it is a Thing paſt all Doubt, that the Senſe which he 
has put upon the Clauſe is the very Sen/e in which 
the Clauſe was univerſally underſtood by the Houſe of 
Commons in the Day of the Debate. p. 21, 22. That 
the Houſe of Commons rejected the Clauſe is cer- 
tain, and that therefore they thought proper to re- 
ject it. So far any Man is ſafe in declaring the 
Senſe of the Houſe. But as to the particular Grounds 
upon which they rejected it, or the Senſe. in which 
they underſtood. the Clauſe; no Man has a Right to 
take upon him poſitively to declare it, except that 
Senſe plainly.ariſeth from the Words themſelves, or 
except the Houſe ſhould make an authentic Declara- 
tion concerning it. Though the Majority concurred 
in rejecting the Clauſe, no Man, not even, though 
he were a Member of that Honqurable. Houſe, can 
prove that they all. did it on the ſame Grpunds, ar 
chat they all regarded it in the ſame io: Tt ere 
might probably. be among them different Senti- 
ments and Views. * can this 2 6 
though he affirms that it is a all, Doubt, 
tha: all thoſe. who rejected the Cant, e 
under/tiod. it preciſely, in, that Senſe: which he has 
thought fix/to, ppt. upon. it, as precluding, the Far” 
lament from ever giving Advice to his Majeſty with 
Regard to che Application, of the Money in the 
Treaſury, or from calling r Ac- 
count r any, Miſapplication of it ? Might not 
forme of them, without. regarding it in either of 
theſe Views, be for rejefting it, as tending in their 
Opinion, to eſtabliſh a Precedent concerning the 
not bringing in à Bill for the Application of the 
unappropriated Money in the Treaſury, without the - 
King's Previous Conſent m which they might bk 
upon as an Incroachment upon the Privileges 'gf ; 
the Commons ? How then will he prove that his 


own 


own Senſe of the Clauſe was univerſally the Senſe 
of the Houſe? Will he refer us to the Speeches that 
were made againſt the Clauſe, and lay it down as 
2 Principle, that the Senſe put upon the Clauſe by 
the Gentlemen who oppoſed it, and had a Mind to 
raiſe prejudices againſt it, was the true and genuine 
Senſe of the Clauſe? If this Principle be denied or 
conteſted, as it reaſonably may, then the whole of 
his Reaſoning, which, according to his Art of mul- 
E-| tiplying Words, takes up many Pages, falls to the 
7 kc Can this Writter be ſure, that no Conſi- 
derations whatſoever, diſtinct from the proper Point 
in Queſtion, had any the leaſt Influence in the En- 
deavours that were uſed to render the Clauſe odious, 
or occaſioned its being repreſented in worſe Colours 
than the Words will naturally bear? Has not he 
himſelf taken Notice of the Indignation cancerved at 
the thoughts of a Primate, and a tranſient Miniſter's. 
Fre, RPE; HT 
of the Intereſts of this Country ? Supplement to the 
| emarks, p. 17. Has not he expreſly. ſpoken of 
4 a Struggle carried on upon this Occafion, and taken. 
4 upon him to repreſent the oppoſing and controuling, 
their Power as the ſole Objef# the Commons bad in 
View? Rem. Num. iv. p. 46. But without pretend- 
ing to carry it ſo far as this Writer has. done, is it. 
not poſſible that Prejudices of this Nature, whether 
well-founded or not is not my Buſineſs to examine, 
may have had ſome Influence on the Debates? Is 
there any thing in this, but what may be expected. 
m Human Nature, even as it is to be found in 


the greateſt and ableſt Men? 


| ts 8.46 164 8 
| It cannot be denied, that in a former Seſſion that 
* very Clauſe was paſſed, which has now been rejec- 
I © ted. This ſhews, they did not, as he would per- 
ſuade us, univerſally und:rſtand it in the Light he is 
pleaſed to repreſent it * For I am ſatisfied, if 101 
| T7 nad. 


— 


( © ) 
had been a Bill brbuglit into the Houſe, in the Pre- 
amble of which it was declared, that the Commons 
had no Right ſo much as to adviſe his Majeſty with 
Regard to the Application of the Public Money re- 
training in the Treaſury, or to call his Servants to 
an Account, it could never have paſſed in that or 
any other Seſſion. And I have too great a Regard 
for that Honoutable Houſe, and thoſe who are look - 
ed üpon as the keading Members of it, to believe 
they would upon any Conſideration have palſed i 
if they had regarded it as equivalent to ſuch a De- 
Elaration.” And indeed fad would be our Caſe, if 


| the Operation of the Clauſe were to be ſuch as he 


epreſents it, to deprive the Commons and Peo- 
Mis of - their eſſential Rights and. Liberties. For 
this very Clauſe has actually paſſed into 4 Law, 
Which has received the Sanction of the whole Le- 


Sillature, and is www to be found," as out Author 
. Gwns, in the Li, Aer daniel, "Ren, Num. W. 


5 150 us put the Caſe, which was very poſſible, 
that the ſame Clauſe had paſſed again in this Seſſion, 
as it had done in a former, two Years before. Can 
dny Man 8 the re wage 8 
acknowledged that it abridged them of their Rix 
ts adviſe his Majeſty ith. Regard to the Apples 
tion. of the Public Money, or to call his Servants to 
an Account for the Embezzlement' of it? 1 _ 
perſuaded they would, never have allowed this to be 
the natutal Senſe of that Clauſe; Wy RG, 
that ſhould argue from it in any future Time for 
depriving them of thoſe Rights would tender him- 
ſelf ridiculous as well as duns. 
The Author bf Trurh againſt Craft, has made 
abother Atteinipt to ſhew that the Intention of the 
Clauſe was firch* as de reprefents it; and "that is, 
that this Was the Senſe in which * 
8 R 


(( 181 )) 


thaſe that favoured. the Claiſe 4s well as by thoſe 


that oppoſed it. He expreſly fays, . It has been 
* proved in the Caurſe fo of this Paper, that the 
Gentlemen, or at leaſt, theLeaders A entlemen 
© who voted for paſſing the Clauſe, underftood the 
«+ Clauſe in the very ſame Senſe with the Patriot 
„Majority, by whole Votes the Clauſe was rejec· 
« ted.” . P. 39. 7. c. as he takes upon him to ex- 
plain their Senſe, they underſtood it as ee 
Declaration, or at leaſt as manifeſtly lu 48, 
the Commons were never without his M 
previous Conſent, ſo much as to give entry 7 
and conſequently not © much as to. addr 
with Relation to the Application of the 3 
priated Money lying in the Treaſury, nor ever to 
call his Servants. to an Aceount for à Miſapplication 
af it. But it is very probable, that the Gentlemen, 
whoſe Sentimen bs hi takes upon. him to explain, 
will not allow this to be a fair Repreſentation of 


them. Will he undertake to prove, that it was de- I 


dared in the Houſe, by any Perſon, who were au- 
thoriſed to declare the Senſe of the Government, 
that this was the Senſe intended by the Clauſe ? 

This is a Charge of a very. heinous Nature, and 


0 nene 


Theſe are the principal Things our Author has 
offered, to: ſhew that the Clauſe was intended to 
| ſubvert our Fundamental Liberties. But he has 
made no Attempt to prove that the Expreſſions of 
that Clauſe naturally tead to the Senſe he would 
put upon them. And if they do not, then by his 
awn Conceſſion the Operation of the Clauſe, if it 
had paſſed, could not have been to abridge the 

Commons of their Privileges, or the People of their 
| Liberties. For he himſelf has expreſſy aſſerted, that 
* be Rights of * are. * of be · 


de ing 


<« ing affected by Implication, or taken away but 
by clear Words in an Act of Parliament, or 
&' expreſs Conceſſions from the Repreſentatives of 
„the People.” Rem. Num. iii. p. 4. H 
This Writer frequently talks of the Abſurdity of 
taking Words in what he calls their Abſtract Sig- 


. _ mification. ' But he ſhould have taken this along with 


him, that the Author of the Caſe: does not merely 
conſider the Words of the Clauſe, in their ſtrict li- 
teral Meaning, as abſtracted from all Regard to 
their Connection; but he conſiders what Senſe they 
will bear, not only in expreſs Words, but by fair 
Implication, and has ſhewn that thus conſidered 
they do not lead to the Senſe this Gentleman is 
for taking them in. This is what he is pleaſed 
to take no Notice of. As to his Obſervation there- 
fore, with Regard to the Advantage this would 
ur to the Deiſts, p. 23. this is nothing to his 

urpoſe, except he ſhould think proper to grant 
that our Saviour's Expreſſions, both literally taken 
and by juſt Implication, contain the abſurd . Senſe. 
the Deiſts would put upon them; and that Man 
would certainly be a very bad Defender of the Chriſ- 
tian Cauſe that ſnould acknowledge this. 


which deſerves our notice. It is in p. 6. where he 
has thought fit to compare the Attempt of the Au- 
thor. of the Caſe to a Man that ſhould aſſert at 
“ this Time of Day, that the Debates of the Syhod 
& of Dort did not relate to the antecedent Predeſti- 

„ nation and ſovereign: Decrees of God, but was 
& wholly reducible to this harmleſs Queſtion, whe- 
ther it was not decent and proper for Men to make 
« Acknowledgments to their Maker by the Favour 
of whoſe Providence our Tables are covered, and 
* we are enabled to reliſh and enjoy the Fruits of 
our own Labours. This Gentleman could 1 5 


There is one Paſſage more relating to this matter, 


6239 
have choſen a more unhappy Inſtance for his Pur- 
poſe. What render'd the Dectees of that Synod ſo 
unacceptable to the Remonſtrants, was that in ex- 
preſs Words, as well as by plain and evident Impli- 
cation, they eſtabliſhed Doctrines which the Remon- 
ſtrants believed to be falſe. But if the Decrees of 
that Synod had contained nothing in them relating to 
the controverted Doctrines, or had not determined 
theſe Doctrines at all, either in expreſs Words or by 
lain Implication, no body can doubt that thoſe who 
fo warmly oppoſed that Synod and it's Decrees, 
would have dropped their Oppoſition, and would 
have found no Difficulty in ſubſcribing thoſe De- 
crees ; even though it ſhould have been pretended 
that the Leaders of that Synod were no Friends to 
them or to their Cauſe. Now to apply this to the 
preſent Queſtion : If the Clauſe ſent over from Great-, 
Britain had in expreſs Words, or by clear and evi- 
dent . Conſequence, contained a Declaration that the 
Parliament ſhould never be permitted without the 
King's previous Conſent ſo much as to give his Ma- 
jeſty any Advice relating to the Application of any 
part of the unappropriated Money, in the Treaſurß; 
and that they ſhould never be allowed to call his Ma- 
jeſty's Servants to an Account concerning the Diſpo- 
ſal of the public Money; if a Clauſe of this Nature 
had been propoſed, determining theſe Things in as, 
expreſs Terms as the Decrees of the Synod of Dort 
have determined the five famous controverted Points, 
this would undoubtedly be a very good Reaſon for 
rejecting it. But if the Clauſe contained nothing in 
it of this kind, either in expreſs Words, or that 
could be deduced from it by clear Confequence, then 
according to this Parallel it might have been paſſed 
and agreed to in a Conſiſtency with the Preſervation 
of thoſe important Intereſts and Priviledges : 'as the 
Decrees of the Synod of Dort might have been ſub-⸗- 
$4.3 | {cribed 


1 


| ſcribed by the Remonſtrants, if there had been no- 


thing in thoſe Decrees, which either in expreſs Words, 
or by plain f N the five Articles. 
The Author of be Caſe might therefore, according 
8 in which things 2 to him, in the 
tigheſt Confiſtency wich his being an . honeſt Man, 
and zealous for the Liberties of his Country, ap- 
pear ſo far in Defence of the Clauſe, as to cndeayour 
to ſhew that, if it had paſſed, it would not have 
been ſubverſive of thoſe Liberties, and that it was 
wrong to raiſe ſuch 4 Clamour againſt it, as if it 
tended to bring #rrerieveable Ruin upon us, And 
this will new how little this Writer's Syllogiſm, p. 
32, 33. though dreſſed out with ſo much Form in 
al the Powy of. Mood and Figure, is n the Pur 
ITbe Remarks that have been made might ſuffice 
to ſhew, that our Author has really left the main Ar- 


vent of the Pamphlet which he undertook to con- 
bs, 


unanſwered. If therefore he ſhould be able to 


detect ſome ſmaller Miſtakes of the Author of the 


Caſe fairly flated, it would very little affect the Me- 
rits of the Cauſe. But it will perhaps be found, that 
he has not ſucceeded very well in the other Parts of 
„„  -...... -. 1 
The Author of the Caſe fairly ſtated had ſaid; 
The Clauſe was ſent over by his Majeſty, with 
«the Advice of his Privy Council in Great-Brizam: 
J fay, by his Majeſty : For to luppok., as ſome 
have inſinuated, that he was ſuch a Stranger to 
the Tranſactions of his Parliament, or of his Pri- 
vy Council, ag not to know that ſucha Clauſe was 
* ſent over hither in his Name, or what it was, 
would be in my. Opinion. to caſt a great RefleCti- 

on on his Majeſty's Wiſdom and Attention to the 

% Affairs of his Government,” The Occaſion of 

hls Obſervation wha Report which was confidently 


2 PRE Vo hog”, Ol 
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read and propagated, that this whole Affair was 
CA obere wehe the Kings knowing any - 
thing of the Matter. What was offered in the Caſt 
ſeetn'd to be vety proper to ſhew the Abſurdity of 
that Pretence. But our Author brings a very heavy 
Charge againſt that Writer on this Account. He 
ents it as a © wicked Attempt, and neatly 
approaching to the higheſt Offence of the Law, to 
4 go about to 1 the Public, that the Actions 
& 'of the Miniſtry are imputable to the Perſon of the 
« Prince, He charges him with the uu Degree 
of "Ignorance, and with an Infinuation the hu 
— whith is grofly malignant. He repreſents 
him as a Man © who is yet to be inſtructed in 
* truly neceſſary and eſſential Principle, in regard to 
the Adminiſtration of Great-Britain, that all that 
js good is to be imputed to the Prince, and all 
«that is evil is to be charged, as far as the Nature 
of the Thing will poſſibly permit, ſolely on his 
* Miniſtry.” p. 7, 8. Here he takes it for grant - 
d, that the ſending over the Clauſe was a very de- 
ctive Meaſure, and contained a manifeſt Invaſion 
on the public Liberties. But this is what he has not yet 
proved,” and is, to return him his own e 10 
better thas a harefac d and ſhameleſs begging of abe very 
Dreftion in Debate. How ignorant Pore? he m 
ee the Author of 7he Caſe to be, it happens that 
he in his ſuperior Wiſdom has informed him of no- 
thing but what he was very well acquainted with be- 
fore. He is not ſuch a Stranger to the Hiſtory and 
Conſtitution of his Country as he imagines him ta 
de. He has long known, that it would be wrong to 
impute all the Actions of the Miniſtry perſonally to 
the Prince; or to interpret every Artack againſt the 


Miniſters as a direct Attempt upon the Royal Autho- 
rity. He knows that Miniſters have often been in 
the wrong, and have led even Princes of good In- 

” 1. A * 9 * - a — , 9282 tenti 


1 
Sx it is very conſiſtent with Loyalty to the 

Tince to find Fault with and to oppoſe thoſe Mea- 
ſures. But as Miniſters have often been in the 
Wrong, ſo it is a Thing well known, that thoſe that 


have oppoſed them have been alſo ſometimes carried 
into undue Exceſſes; and that out of Envy or Hatred 


to the Miniſters, great Pains have been ; often taken 


to miſrepreſent. and arraigu the public Meaſures. 
And that when ſuch Clamours have been rais'd to a 
great Height, and popular Diſcontents fomented, 
they have too often had an ill Effect in gradually ali- 
enating Men's Minds from the Prince upon the 
Throne, or at leaſt diminiſhing their Zeal for the 
Government. If the People ſhould ance be brought 
to believe concerning any King of whom otherwiſe 
they had a good Opinion, that he placed the Admi- 
niſtration in Hands reſembling Tyrconnel, whom I am 


- 


ſorry to ſee mentioned on this Occaſion, p. 85: might 


it not poſſibly have a Tendency to cool their Affecti- 


D ERAS 7 To REF 
One of the heavieſt charges advanced againſt the 
Author of tbe. Caſe ſtated, and which according to, 
our "Author's manner is moſt tragically. exaggerated, 
relates to his miſrepreſenting the Author "7 the Re- 
marks, and the Honourable Gentleman who writ the 
Proceeding of the Houſe of Commons vindicated, as if 
they maintained not only that the Houſe of Com- 
mons had a Right, but the ſole Right of applying 
the unappropriated Surplus in the Treaſury, But 
any one that impartially reads that part of he Caſe 
muſt be ſenſible, bat the Intention of the Author 
was not to charge thoſe Gentlemen, as having really 
and intentionally maintained that the Commons had 
the ſole Right of applying the unappropriated Mo- 
ney ; as if this was their Principle. He only ob- 


ſerved that the Argument they uſed, if is were 79 the 


© Purpoſe, 


kentions into very improper Meaſures; and that in 


7 (17) 
= looked chat way.” It is an aflowed Maxitl 
an Argument which proves too much proves n+ 
ng at MM” The Intention was to ſhely that hep 
> Seer proved too much as they managed it. 
ke did not intend to charge it upon them as — 
real Opinion, that the Commons had the ſole Right? 
And indeed this Suppoſition would have ſpoiled the 
Force of the Obſervation he had made; that their 
Argument proved more than they themſelves intended; 
Fkriow no Reaſon therefore why this Writer ſhould 


0 out = it as a fou Infmuation, and as à comnplt- 
0 Candour and good Sunſe, or ſhovl 

I 408 an worthy Reflection caſt upon thc 
Ge, en, except it be 4 Reflection ttppoſe 
chem Tuben of being miſtaken in their Reaſoning, 
ot of making uſe of an Argument that proves nt 
much, 4 Fault in r that very KRaracd 
able Men have been guilty of. 

This Author had in His Remarks laid fo mig a 
Streſs upon the Parliamentary Grartt of 'two a 
Pounds to Sir Henry Tichbourn, that it is not to * 
wondered at, if he be loth to part with it. He 
nonnces, chat it is a truly legitimate' and uncont 2 
87 and he calls the Author of tbe Caſe's — 
th © 7 4 ular off:rotts Attempt. t 

1090 eite G lr at a e left to 
this ere ea ho 's Decifion; who is too partial in Kin 
own Caufe to be admitted as a proper Judge. It ma 
be fafely left to the judgment of che unpreſt judice 
Kalter, and if upon conſidering what is offered oY 
the Caſe, he can be of Opinion that this Inſtance is 
at all to the Purpoſt in the preferit Argument, or 
that our Author has offered any ns: to prove that it 
is fo,” no fatther Pains will be here taken to unde- 
ceive him; Bur there is one thing that this Writer 
_ offts, which muſt not be afſed_ by without ſume 
Notice. It had been * „that in the Inſtance 

there 


there referred to, the Crown could not with any Pro- 

pricty have e declared a Conſent to that 
Grant, even ſuppoſing the King willing to have done 
ſo, becauſe in the original Act by which the Hearth- 

money was granted to his Majeſty, the Crown was 
expreſly precluded from charging it with Gift, Grant 
or Penſion. In anſwer to this our Author plainly aſ- 

ſerts, “ that the King could ſpend the preſent Income 
« ariſing from the Hearth-money in the ſame man- 

&- ner in which he ſpent the Profits of the Wards 
«& and Liveries, in the Place of which this Tax was 

granted to him.“ But he might have learned from 

the Author of the Proceedings of the Houſe of Com-- 
mons vindicated, for whom he profeſſeth ſo great an 
Eſteem, and who muſt certainly be allowed to be a 
much abler Judge in ſuch Matters, that it was the 
Deſign of the Parliament in the Act relating to the 
Hearth-· money to hinder: the King from ſpending the 
Money ariſing from the Hearths, in the Manner in 
which he ſpent the Profits of the Wards and Live- 
ries. This Writer goes on to aſk the Author of 
the Caſe, How could you conceive it poſſible, 
<« that he i. e. the King, could be under any Re- 
& ſtraint in regard to the Uſe, after he had 
« got the Money actually into his Coffers?“ p. 52. 
So that all the Limitation he makes the King to be 
under, with Regard to the Diſpoſal of the Money 
ariſing from the 8 is, that he was not to give 

any thing out of it before he got it, but after he had 
once got it into his Coffers, he might diſpoſe of it 
to what Uſes he thought proper. We have here a 
Specimen of his Dexterity in applying his Rule of 
not judging of the Senſe of an Act of Parliament, 


according to the Words of the Act. The Act of 
Parliament relating to the Hearth- money, ſays ex · 
preſly, that no Sum or Sums of Money er 4 out 

ing; 
but 


of this Fund ſhall be given or granted by the 


TS. 8 
but this Writer determines, that when once the 
Money came into the King's Coffers, he was un- 
der no Reſtraint, and might of his own Motion 
grant a Sum or Sums of Money, even fo | 
Sum as two thouſand Pounds, out of the very 
ney ariſing out of that Fund. But this Gentleman 
ſhould have conſidered, that if the King had been 
of his Opinion, and had thought he might notwith-- 
ſtanding the Act, and in direct Contradiction to it, 
of his own mere Motion, and without being em- 
powered by a particular Clauſe in an Act of Parlia- 
ment to do ſo, have made that Grant to Sir Henry 
Tichbourn, out of the Hearth- money, this would 
really have turned to Sir Henry's Diſadvantage ſince 
by the expreſs Terms of the Act, he that ſhould ac- 
cept or receive any Sum or Sums of Money, from 
the King out of the Hearth-money, was liable to- 
forfeit double the Sum he ſo received, 

This Writer fpeaking of the Gentlemen, . who haue 
been lately diſtinguiſhed by Marks of Severity, obſerves, 
that they were at leaſt as able Servants, and ave, and 
ever have been as loyal and zeatous Subjefts, as any 
who have been, or can be found to fill up their Places, 
p. 13. And he inſinuates more than once, that the 
Author of the Caſe ſtated, had taken Pains to di- 
veſt them of the Eſteem of their Country. But what- 
ever may be inſinuated to the contrary, that Author 
was far from intending to caſt Reflections upon the 
Abilities or Loyalty of thoſe Gentlemen. Though he 
has not the Honour of a perſonal Acquaintance with 
any of them, he has from what he has heard of their 


Fe 
o- 


Characters, a good Opinion both ef their Abilities and 
of their Loyalty. For this Reaſon it gave him ſome 
Concern, when he heard of their Removal. But he. 
is not among the Number of thoſe who are for 
ſpreading Jealouſies and Difconrents againſt the Ad- 
miniſtration on that Account. Whatever Regard: he 
| O2 mag 


| ; 
a 
ay have for thoſe LS 9 he is not fon. con 
ounding their particular Cauſe with that of = 
Public. and had much rather it ſhould be though 
that they had carried their Oppolicion in ſome Inſtan- 
ces too far, than that under His Majeſty's Govern- 
ment an Invaſion had been made upon our eſſential 
Liberties. But it were to be wiſhed, that they who 
are ſo tender of the Reputation of theſe Gent] 
had alſo ſome Regard to the Characters of Gentle- 
men on the other Side, and chat they would not give. 
themſclves ſuch un refined Licenſe, in caſting, the 
bittereſt Reproaches > as having betrayed, 
the Liberties of their The Au 7 
Caſe fairly ſtated, declared, Wes he doubted not ma- 
ny of thoſe who voted againſt the Clauſe, were acted 
by an honeſt Regard to the Intereſt of their Country. 
He does not retract that Acknowledgment. But he 
neither can carry his Complaiſancę fo far as to believe 
that ' every. Individual among them was acted 
purely by ; Patrice” W. iews;' and had no Mixture of 
other Conſiderationg, nor can he think as this Writer 
ſeems to do, that all the worthy. Men, and Friends. 
to their Country, were wholly on one Side, and that 
all thoſe on the &her- were Aeficient either i in Under. 
ſtanding or in Honeſty. 

This Gentleman 1s . to LAS the Au- 
thor of the Caſe wich having miſrepreſented the ge- 
neral Body of his Majeſty's . faithful Subjects of 
this Kingdom, as if -they were for complimenting 
their Repreſentatives: at the King's Expence. That. 
Author has fighifed-in' very ſtrong Terms, the Per- 
ſuaſion he has of the Loyalty of | lis Majeſty's PT 8 
jects of Arland But he could not help. e 
his Genre at forme of the Addreſſes made y then 
to their Repreſentatives, On this Occaſion, e ſays, * 
that, * However good their Intentions. may have. 
"oem 0 1 
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is have an Appearance of complimenting thoſe Gen- 
14 F Re rs Be Ic is left to the 
W ſud ment of the Reader, -whether this is not ex- 
ed with a decett Regard to them. The Good 
eſs of their Intentions is not arraigried, but the 
rudence of their Conduct. And he is ſtill of Opi- | 
nion that ſome of thoſe Addreſſes might have that 
Appearance, and were therefore high 4 improper z 
| Gnce they contained pin Inſinuations that the 
fundamental Liberties of this Kingdom had 
ſtruek at, and that they had been on the Brink 
irretrievable Ruin, by a laat ſent over from his 
Majeſty with the Advice of his Privy- Council in 
Great-Britain. 
The Author of the Caſe fairly / fate, had declared 
that he did no ot pretend to an abſolute Certainty, but 
J had followed what appeared to him moſt probable. 
For this Reaſon his Anſwerer has pronounced him un- 
qualified to write upon this Subject, and thus has en- 
argued to turn his Modeſty,/to, his Diſadvantage. 
It is not to be wonder'd at, that this Gentleman 
does not approve of a Way of Writing ſo different 
from his o.] n. But e may be ſure of, that none 
of his Readers will ever charge him with an Exceſs _ 
of Modeſty or Self-diffidence. There does not a 
r in his Writings ſo much as a Suſpicion of its 
| bene oft for him to be miſtaken in theſe Mat- 
ters. He all along ſpeaks. with as poſitive an Ar 
as if he ſat in the infall ible. Chair, and had a Right 
to paſs a deciſive Judgment upon all thoſe that differ 
from him, as Perſons either of weak Heads or diſ- 
honeſt Hearts. | 
Little Notice has 185 hitherrg 1 * of the Abuſe 
caſt by this Writer, upon the Author of the Caſe. 
Wen an Author has not put his Name to his Aal. 
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it is not a very uſual Thing for his Anſwerer to ad- 
dreſs him particularly, and as it were by Name. 
But ſince he has taken the Liberty to do ſo, and has 
thought fit ſo plainly to point him out to the World, 
he ought to have treated him with fome Regard to 
good Manners and Decency. It would have been 
_ in him to have done ſo, even for his own Sake. 

hatever Superiority of Talents he is pofſeſſed of, 
or may think himſelf poſſeſſed of, he ought certainly 
to make ſome charitable Allowances, for thoſe that 


have the Misfortune to differ from him in their Sen- 


honeſt and ſenſible Men may ſee Things in very dif- 
ferent Lights, but ſhould not for that Reaſon treat 
one another, as if they were either Knaves or Fools. 
It would be a very diſagreeable Employment to en- 
ter upon a diſtinct Diſcuſſion of the ſeveral Paſſages. 
of this Nature, with which this Pamphlet abounds. 
But without making particular Refleftions upon 
them, it may not he improper to lay ſome of them 
before the Reader as a Specimen of the Temper and 
Genius of this Writer. : = 
He repreſents the Author of the Cafe as having 
thruſt himſelf into this Controverſy without acquainting 
himſelf either with the Text or Margin of the real Sub | 
jeft in Debate, p. 5. He charges him with be utmoſt 
degree of Ignorance, p. 10. and parallels him with a 
modern ſelf” ſufficient Dutch or German Divine, af. 
fefting Moderation, that ſhould advance a Scheme, 
which, as he puts the Caſe, could hardly enter into the 
Head of any Man that was in his Senſes, p. 6. 
But it were well if Folly and Impertinence were the 
Vorſt Part of the Charge he has thought fit to 
bring againſt him. He has given many broad In- 
finuations againſt the Morality of his Conduct. He 
ſets out in his very Title Page, with a Charge upon 
him of Craft, of Falſbood and Sophifiry. He _ 
| nts 


timents. In political as well as religious Matters 


( 23 ) 
ſents him as having engaged in a Cauſe u!terly.repugs 
nant to his known Principles: and expreſsly charges 
him, as well as the Author of the Confiderations, as 
having advanced nothing but Fai/bood and Sophiſiry, 
and Dotrines manifeſtly ſubverſive of all Liberty ?. p. 
7. He all along ſuppoſes him to have acted contrary. 
to the Principles he formerly maintained, and which | 
are ſtill really his Principles; and that if be will 
but be true to himſelf, and to the Character of an honeſt 
Man, he muſt inſtantly become an avowed and zealous 
Convert to the Cauſe of his Country, p. 11. A plain 
Inſinuation this, as if at preſent he did not act 
up to the Character of an honeſt Man, and of a 
Friend to his Country. He undertakes to expoſ- 
tulate with him, in regard not only to the ¶ idm, 
but the Morality of the Part be has afted, p. 12. He. 
calls upon him to explain upon what honeſt Principle it 
was that he has been prevailed upon to act as he has 
done; and that it will be incumbent upm him to en- 
plain how either his Head or his Heart could permit. 
him to attempt to put ſo groſs a delufion upon the Pub- 
lick. He expreſsly charges him with/uffering ſome- 
thing elſe than Righteouſneſs and Truth to have the. 
controuling direction of the Powers of his Mind—— 
And talks of his Connefion and Communication with, 
Such Politicks and their Authors, as have already had a 
baleful influence on his Senſe, and on bis ſimplicity of 
Spirit, p. 24. That evil Communications have effec-: 
tnally had this Operation in his Caſe to pervert ſound 
Senſe as well as corrupt good Manners, p. 25. That; 
nothing leſs than Repentance and Converſion can pro- 
cure ſuch a complicated Offence againſt Candor and good 
Senſe, as he has been guilty of, to be blotted out, p. 50... 
He: ſuppoſes the Author of the Caſe may Poſſibly: 
think a thing conſiſtent with Orthodox Divinity, that ts) 
wholly repugnant to the firſt principles of Morals,, 
p. 50. and that there is /o much folly mixed with the. 

: Tuile 


. 
lietle Concoits of a pettifogging ging Attorney in what be bas 


_ written, that his old Acquaintance cannot help ſuffers 


tung that by 4 very undue Influence he has been hr. 
tray'd into Meaſures, where it has been impaſſtble fo 
him to take one"Step without doing diſhonour to the Por 


ors 'of bis wig” =; or t6 the Qualities of bis 


Heart, p. 53. Other might be prodttced 
te che lame Plirpoſe; but the- Reader will probably 
think theſe ſufficient. - And indeed whoſoever- will 


dive himſelf the Trouble to peruſe this Pimphl 


will eaſily perekive, that the Deſign of it, ſo far 
relates to the Author of the Caſe; is © charge him as 
being deficient either in Underſtinding or Honeſty; | 
in the Soundneſs of the Head or the Integrity of the 
Heart, As to the former Part of the Charge, it 
give that Author little Coneern. - If the Powers of hi 
Reafon be impair d, it is what he ought to be pitied 
for and not-blam'd ; ſince this muſt be his Misfor- 
tune, not luis Crime. But he would not be quite'fs 
eaſy under an Attack againſt his moral Character, 
fince this cannot be admitted. without charging him 


Wich a want bf that Sincerity of Heart, which, iti 


his Opinion, is weally much more valuable than the 
moſt ſagacious Underftanding, and brighteſt Parts, 
oan be without it. If he were ſuch a Perſon as this 
Writer is plea ſed to repreſent him; he would certainly”. 


be very little qualified to appear as he has done, in De: 
fence of the nobleſt Cauſe in the World, the Cauſe of 


Chriſtianity and the Holy Scriptures. But who gave 
this Man a Commiffion to judge of the Qualities of the 
Hears? Where did he learn to erect himſelf into a 
and to tale, the Prerogative of the Almighty 
dot of his Hands ? Or, does he think that it is im- 
ffible for any Man that differs from him in the preſent 
G ng to be at once an honeft Man, and a Man 
of Senſe ? It is however, a Satisfaction to the Perfon, 
againſt when chefe. Reflections are levell'd, that he- 


can 
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on appreve himſelf to his own Mind; that he is 
conſcious to the Uprightneſs of his own Intentions x; 
and that he was under no undue Influence from any 
Perſons whatſoever, and is an utter Stranger to thoſe. 
Connections and Communications, which this Writer has 
been pleaſed to inſinuate. Nor was he ever directly s 
mdire&ly put upon engaging in this Cauſe by the 
Court, or any one belonging to it. His ſole Aim was 
to ſerve the real Imereſts of his King and Country, by 
doing his Part towards allaying the unnatural Ferment 
raiſed in the Spirits of the People, and the Jealou · 
ſies and „ . 1 in be O ſo W 
ouſly: gated, and which in. his Opinion, might 
have © pernicious Tendency. That theſe and no 
other were his Views, he can ſafely appeal to him, 
who alone can judge the Heart: And it is his Com- 
fort, that his State is not to be determined, by what 
raſh' and fallible Men, in the Peeviſhneſs of their 
Spirits, or the Power of their Prejudices, may pro- 
nounce concetning him. Plis Gentleman has 
done the Author of tbe. Caſe; the Honour to call 
him more than once his old Acguaintance. The 
World muſt judge whether he has treated him in 
a Manner becoming that Character. They that 
intimately know the Perſon, whom he has thought 
fit to aſperſe, will nat think it too aſſuming in him 


0 declare, the be is not Mid G the fuse E 


quiry that can be made by any Man, into his paſt 
Life and Character from his earlieſt Youth, to this 
Day. His Temper and Conduct has been ſuch, 
that he has nothing to apprehend from what either 
open Enemies, if he has any, or paſſionate Men 
who may call themſelves his Friends, ean with Truth 
.fay againſt him. All the Return he makes to this 
Gentleman for his Inſinuations is moſt ſincerely to 
wiſh him a greater Degree of Candour, and a more 

equal Temper of Min - It has really given him a 


0 " ) 

1 Concern, to ſee a Perſon, who has otherwiſe 

ualities, carried away ſo far by his Prejudices 
and 72775 ons, as to write in a Manner ſo little recon - 
cilable to the Rules of Breeding, or of Chriſ- 
tian Charity, His firſt Reſolution upon reading that 
mphlet was not to anſwer a Man who had ſo little 
Government of his Temper: And the only Thing 
which afterwards determined him to take Notice of 
tit at all, was the open Attempt that was made upon 
huis moral Character. But having taken this Oecaſi- 
on to juſtify the Honeſty of his Intentions, he now 
publicly declares, that Aae ſhall ever 


him to a fe pou Hy farther in this Controverſy, ei- 
riter 


ther or any other Perſon what · 
— And he will ab Fs happy, — free 
ao e Noiſe and Party Conteſts, he can 


e, remainder : of - is Days, which he has no 
TA 7 think can be long, in Sexviges; which if 
they auſwer his Intent 8 may poſſibly ge me 
* Religion e red Intereſa. 
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